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ace, forte? for Jerusalem's sake I will not rest 


until the Righteousness thereof go forth as brightness and the Salvation thereof as a 


Lamp that Burneth.—Isaiah Ixii: 1. 





ON THE LONG JOURNEY, 


When the heart grows cold and buoyant pulses fall 
To the slow beat of tempered joy and woe, 
That marks the halting step of Life below 
Time’s sombre when the jocund call 
Of Youth to. Hope droops wearily, and all 


arches; 


The chancing motes that flashed in pleasure’s glow | 


Pale to gray dust that every wind may blow, 


Be not o’erborne, nor let despair enthrall 
But as one, faring to some happy place 
Where friends do wait 
Heeds not the cloud, and laughs the 
Bid thy true soul take courage for a space; 
How can he yield himself to pain or fear, 
Whom at the end joy waits, 


and love and happy cheer 
wind to scorn, 


and smiling morn? 


Mary E. Blake. 


PATIENCE. 
familiar feet that go 
feet fast or slow 
they 


Thev are such dear, 
Along the path with ours 
And trying to keep pace—if 
Or tread upon some flower that we would take 


mistake 


Upon our breast, or bruise some reed, 
Or crush poor hope until it bleed, 

We may be mute, 

Not turning quickly to impute 

fault; for they 
such a little 


little 


and we 
to geo 
while 


Grave 
Have 
Together suclr a 
We will be patient while we 


way can be 
alone the was 
may 


Franc cs FE Willard 


| to the souls in) Purgatory. 


| every 


“PURGE ¢ THE LE 


month of November 
AML Saints and the Catholic 
of the 


AVEN,” 


The 


tival of 


fes- 
Church has 
month to devotion 
There 
Let us retleet 


hegins with the 
given over the balance 
is something 
a bit. Our 
blessed Lorp in the sermon on the Mount spoke 
to all perfect as My 
Father in Heaven is perfect.” and St. Paul, echo- 
f His Master, 
thian Christians 
Christ Jesus, called to be 
of Purgatory 


very significant in this. 


believers, saving, “Be ve 


ing the voice o writes to the Corin 


as those that ‘fare sanctified in 


sauits.” The existence 
hee aise 
Church of God 


on earth, do not think that they are expected even 


after death is necessary 


Christian men and women, the 


to try to be perfect as Father in Heaven 


do ther 
their earthly vocation is to be a 


our 
so much as dream that 
“Oh, he 
oftentimes 
nN by 


s perfect, nor 
saint 
is a saint,” is the exeuse men give 


for not following the example set ther some 
fellow Christian 
But 


one rable 


whether we nize it or net, the in- 
fact standard of 


perfection short of that of God Himself to which 


recog 
remains, there is no 
Christian must attain before he 
the threshold of the New 
the mansion prepared for him in’ the 
ITouse St. Paul of 
called to be saints 


can cross 


Jerusaler) and occupy 
Father's 
right. we are all 


and until we correspond com- 
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pletely to that calling we shall not reach the | over is sacrificed for us, therefore let us keep 


saints’ abode on high. Hence the existence of 
Purgatory, a state after death, where our Lord 
“Sits as a refiner and purifier of silver,” where 
Ile purifies the souls of Tis elect and “purges 
them as gold and silver,” passing them through 
the fire. .\ very powerful incentive to become 
a saint on earth and to attain unto perfection 
before our death ought to be the thought that 
only so can we escape the pains of Purgatory 
and though we should fail to quite reach that 
perfection of sanctity necessary for entrance into 
heaven, the closer we approximate to it the less 
in duration and much the less in pain will be the 
refining process our souls will require in) Pur- 
gatory, j 
PURGATORY AND CHURCH UNITY 

Now let us apply the purgatorial principle to 
our special problem of Church Unity. Our Lord 
prayed that His disciples might all be one, and 
from the context it is clear that [le had in mind 
not the perfect unity of heaven but its counter- 
In the days that 


immediately followed the outpouring of the Holy 


part or likeness on the earth. 


Spirit. at Pentecost this happy. state of unity 
was realized by the infant Church in Jerusalem, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


for “they continued steadfastly in the Apostles’ | 


doctrine and fellowship, and in’ breaking of 


bread, and in’ prayers 


tude of them that helieved were of one heart and | 
of one soul: neither said any of them that ought | 


and the multi- | 


of the things which he possessed was has own; | 


but they had all things common” (Acts 2: 42 | 


and 4: 32). 
Very fi 


iv have we departed from this original | 


state of unity and the sects and sehisms which | 


now exist among the multitude of Christian be- | 


lievers rival in number the political and social 
divisions of the human = family. 


If our Lord's | 


prayer is ever to be answered by all Christians | 


dwelling together in unity after the Pentecostal 
model a Purgatory is needed on the earth. St 
Paul tells what the nature of this Purgatory 
should be in his first letter to the Corinthians, 
“Purge out.” he says, “the old leaven, that ve 


may be a new lump. Christ our Pass- 


the feast, not with the old leaven, neither with 
the leaven of malice and wickedness, but with 
the unleavened bread of sincerity and truth” 
(1 Cor, §: 7). 

The “unhappy divisions” now existing in 
Christendom are the direct result of the old 
leaven of malice and wickedness, which must be 
purged out of us, if we are to become a new 
lump. Every individual and every congregation 
and every separated communion of Christians 
must co-operate in bringing about this whole- 
sale purgation as a sine qua non of Church 
Unity, for so long as the old leaven remains it 
will be impossible to renew all things in Christ. 

VOLUNTARY OR COMPULSORY, WHICH ? 

Will men of their own free will submit to 
such a Purgatory as once existed in the ancient 
discipline of the Catholic Church, or will the 
Almighty have to take us in hand as He does the 
poor souls after death and put us through a 
fiery and drastic purgation not of our own 
choosing? There is much in Holy Scripture 
concerning the woes that are coming on the 
earth in the latter times and this may be the 
prophecy of a universal Purgatory for Chris- 
tians to be set up on the earth as the only way 
divine providence can bring them to repentance, 
purge out the old leaven and make them to be 
one again as in the age of the blessed Apostles 

THE ANGLICAN COMMUNION, 

The conviction seems widespread that the 
\nglican Communion has an important part to 
play in the reunion of Christendom. By all 
means let us hope so, but to that end Anglicans 
have need to readjust their theology, for in our 
popular teaching we have not only substituted 
Paradise for Purgatory in the intermediate state 
but ever since the reformation the Purgatory 
instituted by Christ in the Church Militant as 
the preparation for a good death and a speedy 
entrance into heaven has been ignored in favour 
of an Englishman's paradise established by Par- 
liament for the earthly enrichment of THis Maj- 
esty’s subjects. 

No doubt the Latins, the Greeks and the Prot- 
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estant denominations all have to a less or greater 


degree some of the old leaven in their several 


lumps to purge out, but that is not our first 
concern. Our immediate duty is to purge our 
own lump and what form does the old leaven 
take in the Anglican lump? When we have 
put our finger on the malice of Protestantism 
and the wickedness of an inordinate love of 
riches we have located it may be the chief mal- 
ady from which the Anglican Church is suffer- 
ing. 
THE LEAVEN OF PROTESTANTISM, 


What is Protestantism in its essence? Varie 
gated and hydra-headed in its species the gener- 
ic sign by which it can always be recognized is 
antagonism to Rome; some forms of Romapho- 
bia are more blatant and malicious than others, 
but to a perceptible degree all Protestants have 
it. 

We know the old story of the [rishman fresh 
from the Emerald Isle and heir to a hereditary 
hatred of the British government, to whom on 
landing in New York was put the question which 
of the two great political parties he proposed to 
join, “What party is in control at Washington?” 
he asked, and on being told that the Republicans 
were in power, he answered at once, “Then lam 
a Dimoecrat, for I am agin’ the government.” 
There is but one positive agreement among all 
Protestants and that is they are against the Pope. 
However strenuously any of us may contend for 
the Catholicity of the Church of England we 
cannot shut our eves to the fact that there is 
an immense amount of the old leaven of Prot 
estantism still to be purged out of the \nglican 
body before it will be possible to keep the feast 
of unity with our Roman brethren in “sincerity 
and truth.” Even when an Englishman becomes 
ritually and doctrinally a Catholic it is extremely 
difficult for him to purge out the hereditary 
prejudice against Rome. 

Our Anglican bias is illustrated by the title of 
“bloody” given to Queen Mary who to her 
everlasting honor repaired for her own lifetime 
the breach between England and Rome: but her 
sister Elizabeth, who for the second time broke 
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that unity, received the popular appellation, 
“good Queen Bess,” yet Mary was an angel of 
merey compared with her father and. sister, the 
total executions of her reign being 277, while 
Lenry executed as many as 72,000 and Eliza 
heth’s reign registers 4,000 executions and wag 
blackened by horrible crimes anc imprisonments 
in the hunting down of so-called Papists. Eng- 
lish prejudice again-t the Pope has magnified out 
of all proportion the exactions of the papal court 
on the financial resourees of England before the 
Reformation. We do not deny that there was 
cause for complaint, but the dispositicn until 
very recently has undoubtedly been to minimize, 
if not to palliate, the wholesale robbery and 
spoliation inflicted upon the Church by those 
who set up the Royal Supremacy in’ place of 
papal rule. When the malice of Protestantism 
has been wholly purged from the \ngliean lump 
and not till then) English Churchmen will see 
how wicked and unrighteous the Reformation 
was, and how much more the Pope has been 


sinned against than he has sinned 
PH LEAVEN OF COVELOUSNESS 


Our Lord warned [lis disciples to take heed 
and beware of the leaven of the Pharisees, 
which Tle said) was covetotsne “The love 
of money.” savs St. James, “is the root of all 
evil.” and mammon worship has been the ten- 
denev of the Anglo Saxon. When we sum up 
the causes of the Reformation we must take into 
account how much the abbey lands and church 


treasure figured in’ the politieal deal, which 


handed over the Church of England to) the 
relentless clutches of the State 
AN ILLUSTRATIONS 

In reading a sketch of Marv Tudor by Jane 

Martvn the other day we noted this passage: 


“Before the arrival of the papal legate there had 
been a debate in the queen's presence as to 
‘whether it would not be expedient to restore the 
Church Jands to their original purposes.’ The 
Farl of Bedford, unrestrained by the presence 
of the Queen, and knowing that his interests 
were greatly concerned, fell into a violent rage, 
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and tearing his rosary beads from his girdle, | 


dashed them into the fire, swearing that he val- 
ued his sweet Abbey of Woburn more than any 
fatherly counsel that could come from Rome. 
Other members, when the Queen had left the 
House, struck their hands upon their swords, 
protesting with oaths that ‘they would never 
part with the abbey lands while they could 
wield a weapon.’ Fortunately for the success 
of reconciliation, the Pope had authorized Car- 
dinal Pole to give to the present possessors all 
the property which had = been torn from the 
Church in the reigns of Henry VIIE and Ed- 
ward \ 1.” 
\MERICA, 

As we are just now celebrating the tri-cen- 
tenary of the first planting in America of the 
Church of England, her spoliation and betrayal 
in the sixteenth century affects the Episcopal 
Church in this country only in so far as the sins 
of the fathers are visited upon the children, but 
that American Churchmen of this generation are 
very far gone from that original state of unity, 
when no man said “that ought which he pos- 
sessed was his own and they had all things 
The wealth of 
some of our Churchmen is almost fabulous and 


common,” goes without saving. 


to assert that we have no need to purge out the 
leaven of covetousness and to realize that the 
possession of money is not ownership but stew- 


ardship would be pharisaic righteousness indeed. 





Brethren, we are all “called to be saints,” for | 


the sake of liastening the kingdom of God among 
men and escaping the fires of Purgatory after 
death, let us begin at once to purge out the 
old leaven and to offer our God in sacrifice “the 
unleavened bread of sincerity and truth.” 
Generations vet unborn may live and die, ere 
the unity our Lord praved for among [lis dis- 
ciples on the earth is fully realized, but if we 
as individuals contribute our full share towards 
that happy 
reward 
death; for we shall be admitted to the fellow- 
ship of the Saints in Heaven, where all are for- 
Blessed 


Father are one in the unity of the Holy Ghost. 


and 
speedy, if not immediate, after 


constummation here now, our 


will be 


ever one, even as our Lord 


and the | 


MULTUM IN PARVO. 


From the pulpit of Trinity Church, at the 
head of Wall Street, New York, the Bishop of 
London, the largest city of the Old World, de- 
livered the following, as his message to the citi- 
zens of the largest city of the New World: 

“The one thing, the one sentence, which above all 
others, | would say to you, a sentence as yet unlearned 
in London and New York, and which, if adopted, 
would cleanse life on both sides of the Atlantic, is: 
Life is a stewardship and not an ownership. 

“Have you ever thought why there are any rich and 
poor at all? That is the question I had to face in 
They had asked me how [ reconciled my 
helief in the good God loving all his children, with 
the wretched million in East London seemingly aban- 
doned by both God and man.” 

“f had to face that question, and [ have had to face 
There is but one answer—the rich 
minority have what they have merely in trust for all 
the others. Stewardship, not ownership, is God’s com- 
mand to all of us, 


London. 


it ever since. 


The General Convention at Richmond was 
characterized by spread-eagleism, the exaltation 
of the mighty dollar, and Broadchurch compre- 
It contained very few crumbs of 
comfort for the Catholic minority. 


Money by the millions and an American 
Church big enough and liberal enough to em- 
brace in its fellowship all the heretics and schis- 
matics in domestic and foreign parts, provided 
they can be brought within the designation “of 
any Christian man,” and further provided they 
will renounce the communion of the Bishop of 
Rome, this seems to be the program marked out 
for us by the leaders of the Broad Church par- 


ty. 


hensiveness. 


Surely all Catholic Churehmen must see how 
needful the existence of a Roman party is in the 
Episcopal Church, if for no other reason than to 
serve as a counteractant to the designs of those 
who would degrade the doctrinal standards of 
the Church to the level of the Federation plat- 
form of the Protestant denominations and enter 
into pulpit exchanges and intercommunion with 
them on terms of such equality as to make it 
very difficult, if not impossible, for those who 
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hold and practice the Catholic Religion to any 
longer find an habitation in the Episcopal 
Church. 


Tite Lame vields to none ina real desire to sec 
“the scattered progeny of the Reformation” re 
stored to Catholic Unity, nor does it fail to res 
ognize that we must “love as brethren” all the 
baptized in Christ, but it seems te us that. the 
episcopal Church in) the United States would 
lose caste among the Protestant bodies by throw 
ing away her peculiar claims in) much 
the same manner that the Roman Catholic 
Church would lower herself in our eves by cast 
ing away her Primacy of authority and jurisdic 
tion and = seeking intercommunion with Pret 
estant Episcopalians on the basis of the Chicage 
Quadrilateral, Such a procedure would hardh 
prove more fatal to the prestige of Rome and 
her providential mission as the ultimate center 
of a reunited Christendom, than the carrying 
out of the Broadehurch program of coalition 
with Protestants would be an abandonment on 
the part of the Episcopal Church of the vantage 
ground, whieh she now occupies as an interim 
diary between Roman Catholicism and bevan 


gelican Protestantism 


Even should Dr. Llontington’s dream of a non 
Roman American Church finally be realised, 
embracing in one | communion — all \meri 
can Christians not oof the fold oof Peter 
would our Lord's Vraver be answered or Th 
prophecy of the One Fold and the One Shep 
herd be fulfilled? In fact would the members of 
this so-called American Chureh be satistied, and 
would its vast increase in size make it any more 
the real Catholic Church of America than. the 
I. EE. Chureh is now? To ask these question 


is te answer then 


The Catholic Church in’ communion with 
Rome already claims ten times as many ad 
herents in the United States as the Topiseopa 
Church does and by the time all the scattered 
sheep of the several Protestant persuasions have 

1 


heen corraled by the Episcopal pastors inte. the 


Eeclesia Americana it is safe to prophesy that 
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the Roman Catholics will have grown te Le 


numerical majority of the citizens of the Unite: 
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States, with the consequence that ine the pepr 


lar estimation at least there will still be pws 


Churches of America, one Catholic and the oth 


a 
er Protestant? After all is that tl 


are anming at It may indeed satisfy those « 


i veal We 


our fellow Churchmen, who are essentially, Prot 


estant Tepiscopalians, and nothing more, but we 


are sure IM eloes mot satisfy for ome meme 


nt 


these among us who believe m the One Catholic 


and A\postohe Chureh and conceive of Chure 


Unity as semething very different from an \ 


h 


n 


vlo-Protestant allanee, opposing oa spurious 


catholieity motoonkly te the Petrine confesston 
the Church of Rome but te the Orthodox pr 


fession of the East 


li the Nnghiean Chureh has risen te a pesi- 


tion oof dignified importance among the sep 


rated communions of C 


ot 


Wiste meas mW thre ist 


seventy years it has not been beeatse she has he 


come more Prete stant, Torrt cory the contrary her 
faver with God and man bas grown in imereased 
ratio as she has approximated the Catholmeity of 
Rene Now that. Protestant: Is evers where 
on the wane as a spritual feree and 4 cel 


ing te save itself from disintegration by fusion 


and federation it world te sheer raed ter tl 


Anglican Chureh ote stultifty. or abandon oh 
rapprochement with Rome and the Churehe 
the least be all me herself with the ce 1 


fortunes of Protestantys: 


Cathoh Ine neerted bye the 
Ir ‘ nstration t Rich It 
Ih erve t tke t te and 








ti 1 ereater et t ] I'ret 
estant victor } +} ! ; ' tal 
tear fr heart t ( he 
merit ! 1! ! 1 of 
drawm ! it ‘ t iets ‘ 
inl antaioit t R nf at 
the cost oof more praver re self rif a 
deeper poverty and ao proefeunder stn i the 
Papacy in relation te Christend t larve and 
the n Chor \t ting 
of the Cathe i" ther gatherit f 
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the Catholic clergy the question of reunion with 


Rome*should be freely discussed in all its bear- 
ings. 
Pusey there exists among Anglo-Catholies every- 


Following the teaching of Keble and 
where a basic belief in the Roman [rimacy and 
we are sure that a series of conferences on the 
subject, as to how far we are to regard that 
Primacy as jure divine, or simply jure ecclesias- 
tico, would lead to such a measure of agreement 
among us that we could work together with 


great zeal and concord. 


It is with deep shame and grief we are com- 
pelled to chronicle the concurrence of the [louse 
of Bishops with the House of Deputies in’ the 


passage of the Open Pulpit act: an act which | 


will enable unfaithful already 


within the Episcopal fold, to invite their fellows | 


many pastors 
from the outside to enter through the open door 
and assist them instruet (') the tlock. AIL honor 
to the Bishops of Western New York, who, at 
out 


much cost and effort, cast one heretical 


shepherd, but his fellow Chief Pastors have, we 
fear, more than undone his work by this action 
the 


which stands in such marked contrast to 


conservatism of the Papacy. 


The Rev. Edmund S$. Middleton in the Liv- 
ing Church of September 28, described the Thir- 
ty-Nine Articles and the written Constitution of 
United States as 


the Episcopal Chureh in) ihe 
“impediments which are clogging her way and 


hindering her from doing the great work to 
which she is divinely called.” 
“The Thirtv-Nine Articles were the work of a 


group of men, carried away by an over-zealous Prot 
estantism. If they that need 
passed with the age The Catho- 
lic Chureh, led by the Holy Ghost, has expressed her 
faith in undying symbols, ‘the Apostles’ and the Nicene 
Creed. Why should our Church present herself to the 
American people, hampered by a statement of belief, 
admittedly neither Catholic nor The 
Thirty-Nane \rticles, the Westminster Confession 
man-made of faith, 
Thev do not 


were cver necessary, 


that produced them 


permanent ? 


and every confession are essen- 
tially sectarian in nature and influence 
They were engendered in 
the 


Let 


speak peace to the people 


strife. They cannot produce charity As such 


Thirtv-Nine Articles are an impediment to unity, 


the Church rid herself of them for good and all.” 


| aye 
heterogeneous in its 
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Mr. Middleton continues: 

“Let us consider the case of a written constitution 
for a Church. It should be clearly under- 
Written constitution branch of 


national 
that a 


stow for a 


| Christ's Holy Catholic Church was a new thing, when Dr, 


White and his colleagues conecived the idea. The 


| unwritten organic law of the Church provided for its 


government. ‘The Holy = Seriptures, the  Catholie 
Creeds, the Liturgy, the Canons of the General Coun- 
cils, together with surviving tradition, furnished am- 
ple and unmistakable guidance for faith and practice. 
There was no need of a written constitution. Its ex- 
istence has narrowed and impeded the Church's useful- 


ness. Its limitations have done more perhaps than any 


| other one thing to render ineffectual the presentation 
| of the American Church to the whole people. 


It has 
in effect made the Chureh merely one of the denomina- 
This new thing a written 
for the Church, was brought about by 
The 
constitu- 
tion for the nation, were largely instrumental in de- 
signing the same thing for the Church. They sought 
to frame a parallel organization along the same lines, 
and they largely succeeded ‘ 


tions, essentially sectarian. 
constitution 
puritanical 


environment, religious and political. 


same men, who were engaged in framing a 


“The General Convention is a creation of the writ- 
ten constitution, and it is now generally acknowledged 
that this body has grown so large and unwieldy, so 
make up and diversified in its 
opinions, as rather to impede than promote Church 

Why should there be any General 
Its existence is contrary to the usage of 
the Church in every preceding age. Until its creation 
by Dr. White and his associates, a Council of Bishops 
had for the Church. The Bishops 
are rulers of the Church. They are the 
appointed rulers. In every other branch of 
a Council of Bishops is 
what have 
men engaged in) professional and commercial pursuits 
to do with Church Nothing. They rule their 
various businesses without the interference or aid of 


legislation, 
Convention ? 


always legislated 
the 
divinely 
the Catholic Church today, 
legislative 


law ful 


the only recognized assembly ; 


rule ? 


the clergy. Let the bishops rule the Church, 
“The laymen of the Church can find ample scope for 
their efforts in ecclesiastical affairs in the various 


diocesan conventions, where their interests properly 
lie. The vestries of parishes also afford a legitimate 
field for their endeavors. But let the Church of God 
in her larger interests he ruled by her chief pastors, 
Jesus Christ, the Founder of the Church, 
this Why have we 
plan? De we to improve upon 


the bishops 
the 
the 

Christ's methods?” 


government way 


think 


arranged 


changed 
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Dr. Chandler, acknowledged to be the man of AMERICA AND THE REUNION OF 
) - - see . . . * > 4 a 
| greatest ability in the Church of that day, wrote to THRIS 
\ ¥, ”) 
Dr. White as follows Cone E NEM 


“The Church is a Society founded by Christ; all 


ecclesiastical authority and jurisdiction must be de- SyNopsts oF A Lecrere DeLIvVERED At Maris, 
rived from Him, and not from any natural rights, Just 10, by rine Res Dr. CU. X. Brices 
ete.;—this authority He was pleased to lodge in the or New Yor, 

| hands of certain officers of His appointment, to be 
communicated to their successors—those, therefore, From the Revue Catholique des Eglises 

j . who are not officers in the Church, i. e, the laity, can The Episcopal Church of America is well 


3 have no share of ecclesiastical authority. And as to 
the other point: If the Bishops are not allowed to 
govern the Church, the Church is not under Episcopal : ‘ 
government, and can not be Episcopal; but is under Plies a central position; her constitution and the 


situated to promote unity. [tis for that reason 
that T joined it. ‘The Episcopal Church ocecu- 












4 the government of those who govern the bishops.” spirit that animates her, binds her at once to 
the Catholic Church and to Protestants. She 
Another impediment which Mr. Middleton | ineludes men of all convictions, from semi- 
makes timely mention of is the system by which | Catholics to semi-Unitarians. One ean. distin 
the clergy derive their cure of souls not from | suish in it two very distinct parties; one, the 
the chief pastors but from the call of the sheep mere numerous, under Dr. Huntington, seeks 
“In our branch of the Church the clergy receive union with the Vrotestants: the other with the 
their calls to rectorships from small lay committees, ‘ 
called vestries. The bishop has no right of appoint Catholics , . 
ment, and cannot even recommend, unless requested Phe advance guard of the \nglo Catholic ) 
by the vestry. In other words, our clergy are called | partys is led by Rev. Paul James Francis, the 
to the ministry, but after their ordination are not sent, editor of the Tite Taw, its particular organ 
- because the right to send them to their pastoral charge | [father Paul wears his Franeisean habit in’ the 
has been taken away from the bishops The clergy streets of New York, which is not done by the 
are at the beck and call of lav vestries, and may not 3 ; gens . 
pe agate es is gah Gl ebilediass ie Roman Franciscans VI} tis opinions and con- 
an abomination to the Lord and a cruel humiliation to Vietions world Tead tim to an immediate sub- 
the clergys. An Eastern parish of moderate size and omission te the Pope but for his belief in’ the 
income fell vacant not long since. Tt is said that validity of Anglican order Were he in the 
clergy from all over the country to the number of Catholie Church he would probably helong to 
three hundred applied for the place or were suggested ee IIS 
by others. ‘Brethren, these things ought not to be’ SE MIDE RDA DArE 
They would not he, if the bishops possessed their un \nother party of some importance, represented 
doubted right to send men to their w ; chiefly by the Bishep oof bond-du-Lac, seeks 
vintom with the Greek 
| THE FUGITIVE My own position is rather ditterent \ccord- 
| ae Sp ecee damian ing tomy judgment all efforts for the reunion 
—— of Christendom must be preceded by a serious 
| “Nous avons chasse ce. Jesus Christ.”—(From a Public study of the questions which actually divide us 
Official Speech in) France.) i 2 
Yes, from the ingrate heart, the street Under whatever form reunton finally comes, a 
Of garrulons tongue, the warm retreat knowledge and comprehension of the past must 
Within the village and the town; form an indispensable preface It is very fe- 
Not from the lands where ripen brown ~ grettable that up to now, historians have de 
A thousand thousand hills of wheat; voted themselves exclusively to a study of the 
turgundian line, Reformation, or Separation, and that thev have 





| rd range of vine negleeted the irenical movement, that second as- 
| i! t “ ‘ ' ‘ . 
| ea y pect of the religious life. which, to me, is of 
the heaf. the grap p ‘ 
~ : far more interest and importance. 
the Ir 1, the wine 
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der formulated the bases of unity in his 
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I think that today all effort for Reunion should 


start from one project submitted by Spinola in | 


1077 in his twenty-five “Propositiones, navel- 


| 
| 


lorum discretiorum et praccipuorum.” Spinola’s | 


project was very remarkable in this way that it 


was acknowledged by the authorized representa> | 


tives of the principal Protestant bodies at the 
same time that it was approved by the Pope, 
Innocent XI, by the College of Cardinals, and, 
in 16088, by the General of the Jesuits. 

Erasmus is the originator, and at the head, of 
the pacific movement for unity; Erasmus, by far 
the greatest of all the reformes \t the diet 
of Augsburg in Catholics, 
and Veeellius, adopted in concert with the Prot- 
Melancthon, 
which, unfortunately, failed. In 


1530, two Gre ypher 


estants Pucer and a compromise, 
1564 Cassan- 
“Con- 
sultatio,” published under the patronage of the 
emperor Ferdinand of Austria, and Maximilian. 
New opinions were reviewed in) 1620 by Bishop 
Edinburgh, in his) remarkable 


John Forbes of 


book ‘"¢ ‘onsiderationes modestae et pac ificae con- 
which has been re-edited in the 


1O4t 


troversiaram,” 


Anglo-Catholic Library. In Grotius in- 


terposed in lis turn and published, with anno- | 


tations, the “Consultatio” of Cassander. 


Cassander, in his observations on the subject | 


of the Confession of Augsburg, demonstrates 


that, on the first point, the Protestants are not | 


logical with themselves 


They cannot say that | 


their faith is founded solely on the Scriptures. | 


since, as a matter of fact, they recognize the 


authority of the apostole tradition as expressed 
Fathers. 
All those who, since then, have labored for unity 


in the first councils and by the early 


are of one mind on that point. that one sist 
accept the Fathers and the Councils of the first 


five or six centuries. The advent of Biblical 
criticism, a prime fact, has demonstrated, in an 
irrefutable manner, that Protestants founded 


their beliefs not on the Seriptures simply, but 
on the Scriptures as tmterpreted by them. 


They | 


never contented themselves, moreover, with the | 


Rible alone, but added the first Creeds—and, in | 


addition, they accepted, and exaggerated, cer- 





tain extreme utterances of St. Augustine on or- 
iginal sin, which the Church has never adopted, 
and the special doctrine of St. Anselm on the 
atonement and redemption. 

To sum up, the position of Cassander might 
be adopted, today even, by the Protestants. 

The second proposition is that “the jurisdic- 
tion of the Pope should be restricted to the 
limit established by Jesus Christ and the primi- 
tive Church.” Grotius, commenting on this 
proposition, hints that if the Pope oversteps the 
limits of his jurisdiction he can be restricted, 
but that in any case that should not be a reason 
for getting rid of the jurisdiction itself. 

The formula of Spinola, accepted by Rome 
and the pacific Protestants, is that “the Roman 
Pontiff is Primate, as well in jurisdiction as in 
dignity, over all the Bishops of the world.” It 
seems to me that proposition might be accepted 
by the extreme parties; but the question is, how, 
practically, to limit that jurisdiction. 

Molanus wrote to Leibnitz (1) that the Papa- 
The 


limitation, the definition, of the papal jurisdic- 


ey should be a constitutional monarchy. 
tion is, in effect, an indispensable condition of 
reunion. Isolated groups, or individuals, may 
return to Catholicism, but no large ecclesiastical 
organization will consent to submit to an abso- 
lute, or non-limited, papal jurisdiction. It is 
the same thing as regards infallibilitv ; but here 
the question has been decided. The Vatican 
Council seems to me to have a bearing quite 
different from what is attributed to it generally. 
In defining it has limited. It has restricted the 
matter of infallibility to faith and morals,—and 
for a 


decision to be regarded as infallible, that, in the 


it has exacted such conditions in) order 
eves of Catholic theologians, none of the deci- 
sions rendered since the Vatiean Council are in- 
fallible. 

It would be necessary, therefore, for a new 
Council to detine the jurisdiction of the Pope. 
Nations are more and more coming to have de- 
finéd constitutions, where the rights of power 
If all the bishops of 
the universe would assemble once more it would 


are explicitly declared. 





~ 








certainly be a question of such a definition, or 
limitation; and that would be an important. step 


towards unity, for itis less the greatness of the 
change than its indetiniteness which keeps back 
the separated Churches. \ great many of them 
Would undoubtedly be ready to submit if thes 
knew precisely what they were going to submit 
to. And, as a matter of fact, in all) affairs 
touching the civil and intellectual order, although 
the Pope may not be re-invested with infalli 
bility. his decisions carry more weight in’ the 
world than his infallible decisions touching faith 
and morals. What is therefore requisite is a 
practital definition of the jurisdiction of the 
Pope, and its limits. Tt is fortunate, as an aid 
to this necessary movement, that the Catholic 
nations have become constitutional meonarehic 
or, as France and America, republics Pwo 
grave questions still remain-—the Mass, and the 
Couneil of ‘Trent. 

Cassander detined the Mass as “a remembrance 
and representation of the Sacrifice of Christ 
continued in the heavens.” Spinola. in lis turn 
in what he said of the Mass, left) aside the 
word frausubstantiation for the more aneient 
word of conversion, On this ground, it) seem- 
to me, an agreement might be reached 

More difficulty surrounds the question of the 


Couneil of Trent. Cassander’s movement ante 


dated that. Evidently one cannot today a-k 
Catholics te give up this council. but) Prot 
estants contend, as did) Molanus and Liebnitz 
that the Couneil of Trent was not really an. cc 
umenical council as certain nations were ex 
cluded, and Protestants were condemned wath 
out being heard. To the argument that Christ 
promised Tis assistance to the Chureh, Prot 
estants answer, as Liebnitz did) to Losstet: thre 
question is. whether the universal chureh wa 
represented at the Couneil of Trent, if Christ 
especially guided it Spinola had adopted a 
conciliatory attitude In his propositions the 
Couneil of Trent is provisionally set aside. Cine 
sees, also. aceording to Spinola’s papers and 
correspondence with Liebnitz, that the Pope was 


inclined to be more tractable on that pemt than 
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AN OPEN 


To tue Rie 


LETTER 


Rev. Monsignor CRONIN, 


Rig ht Rew. 


Permit me, as one of the authors to express 


and Dear Monsignor: 


my grateful appreciation of the extensive review 
of “The Prince of the \postles,” which you have 
been pleased to contribute in the pages of * Rome’* 
I note also with gratitude that you say in the 
same, “TL gladly recognize the honesty of purpose, 
the earnestness and sincerity, the high-minded, 
seli-sacrificing 
which 


zeal, worthy of all admiration, 
animate the Anglican clergy and laity 
who are engaged in this work.” 

You praise “the underlying purpose of the 
book, which is to help in promoting the Reunion 


of Christendom.” And vou say: “one can set 
before himself no nobler aim than this, can en- 
gage in no greater work. For this the Popes 
through the centuries have worked and written 
and prayed. It 
work to realization of our 
Lord’s desire and propheey that there shall be 
one fold and one shepherd.” 


is preeminently 
cooperate in’ the 


doing Cx ols 


But you proceed 
to make it plain that vou believe we have chosen 
the wrong method of accomplishing what we 


have set out to do. Moreover you say that the 


“Anglo-Saxon seems to have lost the faculty of | 


applying logic to religion.” Facts compel me to 
question this very broad statement. But be that 
as it may, T think vou will hardly deny that God 
has endowed the Anglo-Saxon with a consid- 
erable fund of hard, practical, common sense, 
and when it comes to accomplishing actual re- 
sults one grain of such sense is worth a pound of 
inappliable logic. 

In the reunion T. and 
for whom T speak, propose to think and act as 


interests of those 
logically as it is possible to do under the cir- 
cumstances, but we know very well that we have 
an abnormal state of affairs to deal with and if 
logic at any stage of the treatment is likely to 
kill the patient we will not hesitate to dismiss 


logic rather than lose the case. St. Paul said: 


*Part Two of this Review is printed on page 232 
The first part will be found in the October number of 
Tue Laue 
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“the letter killeth, but the spirit) giveth life.” 
(In fact one has to appreciate this saying to really 
understand the Church of Rome. ‘Take for il- 
lustration the last of the propositions, which you 
quote from the reply of the Holy Office to an ad- 
dress made to them by certain .\nglican cler- 
gymen in t&865, viz. “That every separate soul 
under pain of losing eternal life, is bound to enter 
the only Chureh of Christ” (ice. 
~man Chureh) 


the Holy Ro- 
“out of which is neither absolu- 
| tion nor entrance into the kingdom of heaven.” 
Here is a plain statement and the letter of it as- 
signs not only the entire heathen world but some- 
thing like one hundred and seventy-five million 
baptized Christians, not of Peter's fold, to per- 
dition. So much for logic, but the spirit of 
| the Catholic Churel? which is none other than the 


spirit of Christ will not tolerate any such inter- 
pretation, 

In her actual teaching the Church of Rome 
is very liberal on this point and in Catholic books 
and periodicals we see it 


denied 
that Roman Catholics believe only they them- 
The belief of Catholics 
is, not only that all conscientious Protestants in 
good faith will be saved but that there is a fight- 
ing chance for the heathen, if they will live up 
to the light they have. 

On the 


repeatedly 


selves will be saved. 


Am | not right in this? 


occasion above referred to. when 
rapping the organizers of the Association for 


the promotion of the 


Christendom 
over the knuckles, the Sacred Congregation sta- 


Unity of 


| ted that out of the Holy Roman Church there 
“is neither absolution nor entrance into the king- 
dom of heaven.” 


But during the Russo-Japan- 
| ese war, when some Catholic Japanese were ta- 
ken captive by the Russians and sentenced to be 
shot, they confessed to the Russian priest before 
they died and received absolution. The Roman 
Catholic press recorded the fact with approval, 
and T saw not a word about the absolution being 
null and void. Another illustration, where ne- 
cessity is more than logic. 
The advocates of with 
Rome are by no means hanging on to the much 


discussed 


Corporate Reunion 


“Branch Theory.” which served an 


— 
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excellent purpose in its day, but is a back num 
her now. When we talk of the one fold and the 
one shepherd we mean the Catholic Chureh uni 
ted about the Chair of Veter. Now we are 
deeply conscious of a vocation from. the Good 
Shepherd to serve as prophets and priests to our 
own brethren in order that they may once again 
be in this visible Unitv,and whether the Holy 
Spirit, Who we believe is assisting us, is acting 
in a logical way or not, He has given us such 
a conception of our duty that like St. Paul, we 
dare not be “disobedient to. the heavenly vis 
ion,” ; 

In the parable of the lost sheep the Saviour 
described himself as leaving the ninety and nine 
and going out after the one which had gone as 
tray nor did Tle return until Ple had found it and 
brought it back on His shoulder, rejoicing 

Perhaps it is because Tam an Anglo-Saxon 
but T cannot see anything illogical in our Lord's 
adopting this method of recovering to Peter's 
fold the “other sheep” and as a matter of faet 
this is precisely what He seems to be doing, for 
He is raising up in the Anglican pastureland a 
number of shepherds, full of a vreat love for the 
Vicar of Christ, who are gently and with tireless 
patience leading their own sheep step by step 
“here a little and there a little” through good 
report and evil report, now straight on and now 
less forward, but alwavs in the direction of “the 
one fold and the one shepherd.” 

So profoundly has God impressed us with 
a sense of our vocation to “the other sheep” 
that it appears to us we would endanger our 
soul's salvation should we turn from our labe 
rious toiling on the mountain to seek the shelter 
of Peter's fold under present conditions 

T am painfully aware that this must seem 
to vou incredible and incomprehensible Tous 
it is vocation. So much for the subjective side 
of the question. 

"As Aa 
vou take “the Double Witness of Tue Lame, ie 


glaring example of Hogicality” 
to the jure divine Primacy of the Holy See and 

. , on tt 
the Validitv of You .call 


this “a futile conjinetion of opposites TI 


Anglican Orders.” 


Hie 


Holy See, Dv an aet of its pure d » Primacy 
and supreme teaching wisteriy eclared 
\nghean Orders te be utterly invalid lhere 
Is no need to appeal to infallibilt tor 
it is manifestly an exercise of the authority of 


the Primacy: and those who acknowledge that 
atthorityv. whieh of its own 
anvthing but universal, must acknowles tls 


that it entails on their own part the oblmation 


of submission and assent.” 

Po our mind there is not the least meonsist 
enev in believing at one and the same time in 
the validity of our Orders and the ° divi 
Primacy of the Bishop of Rome Tee reeogmize 


“the supreme teaching magistertum™” of the Pope 
is not te beleve necessarily that he never has 
and never can make an error of judgment You 
veurself say that “some theolog 
ther thre dlecree in question ta 
rogative of infallibvilins I have a letter from 


a learned Jesuit professor, in which he express 


es agreement with me that the judgment pro 
CUE ded Tet from iptaallibrlity Vout tron Trrnian 
learning.” Now as dong as the AN\nehes ler 


vvoas a body find it impessible to divest. them- 
selves of the conviction that they are true 
priests and their Orders are valid they cannot 
er anime bow te a qudement that pronanneces 


them “absolutely null 





would be te do vielence te them comserence ined 


this even the Pope has ne de-tre te require of 


ans oman It was only the ether dav that Tore 
ceed a letter trem an \ineriean prelate which 
contained this sentence Hlave met many, many 


others in your position ceded that their 





Qirders were invalid——and were ordamed Mm 
condition which they eould not have cone 
had a reasonable doubt persevered” Thus the 
writer allows that so long a a recscomable nibt 
perseveres an \nelican cannet submit te a pidg- 
ment that requires reordimatien ‘ fiftone 

With regard te Rere oment wpe our 
Orders, vou sav, “Angleans may rest tired 
that the condenimatier Wo never be reversed” 
and with regard to ourselves our Roman breth- 
reno may equally rest r ‘ ny 
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the grace of Jesus Christ present and operative 
in the priesthood and sacraments of the Angh- 
ean Church. lave we then arrived at a dead- 
lock in the rapprochement of English Churchmen 
with our Tloly Mother, the Chureh of Rome ? 
We are bound to respect each other's conscien- 
tious convictions, is there no mutual concesston 
can make for the sake of peace? I 


as at least worthy the prayerful 


that we 
would suggest, 
consideration of the Poly See and my own Com- 
munion, a possible key to the problem, which 
shapes itself out of a letter written by one of 
your own clergy in Tite Lane of last May. He 
Saye 

May Pobe permitted to) inquire Is Rome asked te 
Orders and to de- 


proneunee om faver oof Anglican 


clare them valid If she did, would her deetsion 
make them other than they are Tnfallibility “does 

' ag Ree > 
net extend to historteal facts t least, so many Cath 


Hence 


validity of 


Dhie theologians hold Rome was not infallible 


in clenvang the Nngliean Orders. She 


would likewtse met be infallible on affirming their 


validity \ccording te the principles Taid) down on 


the subject by every theologian To knew of, Anglean 
Orders as known to history are at least doubtful in 
valid, and hence 


Chureh did not 


net certamly 


If the 


the sense that they are 


have to be renewed Catholic 


insist on this she would not be a mother, for she would 


not be dome her duty toward the famhful Sucer 


dos propter homimem” 


faithful 


priest is a priest for the sake 
of the 
h minded person 


of the 


Lodo net understand how any fate 
who knows the Cathole teaching on the matter 
sacraments and who has read the Bullu tpostolfcae Curae, 


can tind fault) with the Churel’s position on this mat 


ter: for the position of Rome on the question of An 
ghean Orders is precisely that whieh she assumes rela- 
tively te her own priesthowd She does not exercise 
greater camtion im the one case in the other, When a 
Roman Catholte Bishop ts ordaming, a priest sits an his 
rivht and another on his lett, whose ehief affliar is te 
see that all those who are te recenve Eloly Orders be 


ordamed 


Property 

or any praver omitted be noticed, the bishop is netitied 
and the cergmony ts gone over agan I have seen this 
happen several times, fer musth f this kind 
easily possible, especnily when the bishop ts old or in 
firm, for the ceremony as often very long and tari 
ing Tf after the ordination has heen completed 
real doubt should arise as to oats validity, tl e wh 
has received orders ts never allowed to aet as a priest, 
vette he has been reordamed The reason as the sant 
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given above. “Sacerdos propter hominem,” and the 
respect which is due to the sacraments, which depend 
for their validity upon the validity of the priest's Or- 
ders. The Church never allows herself to forget that 
it is for the sake of the Souls committed to her charge 
that Our Lord instituted the sacraments, and that she 


) must never run the risk of trifling with those for whom 


blood. The 
theirs by right for Christ instituted them for the ben- 


Our Saviour shed his sacraments are 
fit of Tis followers. It 
that they 
ministrator of Our Lord's estate, and she is in’ duty 


is the Church's duty to see 
receive what is theirs. She is but the ad- 


bound to render to Christians that which was left to 


them by their Master 


Ihe pronouncement of Leo NIIP against the va- 
lidity of Anglican Orders was made after a cemmission 
of scholars appointed to look inte the matter had giv- 
en long and careful study to it. Yet this pronouncement 
has not made belief in the non-validity of-these orders 
This 
false: we have no means of knowing with infallible 


an article of faith judgment may be true or 


certainty, but of this much we can be absolutely cer- 
tam, that a real doubt exists in the mind of many 
scholars as to the validity of these orders and because 
of this they ought to be renewed Citalies ours) 

If this way of presenting the matter could be 
generally adopted by those in authority among 
vou it would go far towards destroving, what 
now confronts us as an impassible barrier. Tlow- 
ever firmly persuaded we may be in our own 
minds as to the validity of our Orders it is very 
the TLoly See 
with credentials sufficiently convincing to remove 
all doubt) from the Holy 


mee om 


evident) that) we cannot supply 
Roman Chureh, and 
case of reunion cur clergy would be 
called upon to administer sacraments to Roman 
Catholics as well as to Anglicans how would it 
he possible to qualify for this save by submit- 
ting to reordination 2 Let the matter be present- 
el, Tsay, under this aspect to our elere, and 
may We not hope that in the day of reunion our 
fathers in God, tilled with the Holy Spirit, for 
the sake of putting the unhappy controversy for 
ever at rest, would along wath the inferior clergy 
joyfully submit to reordination sub conditione, 
in whatever way the Pope might direct, provid- 
ed it were understood by all that in so doing 
they in no way repudiated their previous belief 
as to their episcopal or priestly character. As 
for Rome's part in such an arrangement, if she 








SS 








1e 





SS 








can allow that the judgment of Pope Leo belonged 
to the sphere of discipline, which the Vatiean 
Counedl did not include within the limits of in 
fallibilityvy, then the Tloly Father could concede 
the element of doubttulness for the sake of unity 
and thus without discredit to the papal magiste- 
rin grant to \ngheans conditional ordination 

I notice that vou are of the opinion that Leo 
NITE himself regarded the bull as) proceeding 
from infallibilitv and you quote as proof of this 
his brief to the Cardinal Archbishop of Paris, 
sth Nov. 1806. But are vou quite sure that 
His Tloliness made any such claim, certains 
the letter to Cardinal Richard says nothing about 
infallibilitv. Tf Tam rightly informed the words 
from it, which you quote “famguam perpetuo 
firman, ratam, irrevocabilem,” are a formula not 
infrequently employed, and were they to be un 
derstood as the synonym for infallibility: would 
they not make the infallible pronouncements of 
the Holy See uncomfortably numerous : 

You mention. a number of things winch An 
glicans must do in order to be restored to Cath 
olic unity and among them you say “they must 
deplore their schism, and beg for admission into 
the one true fold.” This gives me the opportu 
nity to put forward another and a most tmpet 
tant reason, why acceptance of the dogmatic 
faith of Rome does not release \nglo-Cathe 
lics from allegianee to the English Chureh 
Whereas the party of corporate reunion might he 
willing te concede that the \nghican Chureh 
is in material schism, we deny that she 
in moral schism. For it is a matter of) lis 
tery, asserted heretofore much more insistert 
ly by Roman Catholic writers than by our own 
historians, that the Church of England was tor 
ed inte separation from Rome against her own 
will, in the first instance by the violence and foul 
play of Henry VIE and) the second time by 
Elizabeth in the teeth of the unanimets protest of 
both Conveoeations and the vote in Parliament of 
every bishop on the bench Phe freedom of the 
Church of England being thus taken from het 
by foree and fraud, in) vielation ot the first 


article of Magna Charta, her present | state 
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of alienation from the Eloly See as due to 
three hundred vears of erastian captivity, dur 
ing which time the State has used all the resources 
at its command to eradicate from the members 
of the Establishment every vestige of lovalty te 


the Viear of Christ and to foster a mationad 


hatred of Rome In spite of what she has en 


dured, enough 


no facet to kill her outright a 
score of times, had not God preserved her alive, 
the Church of England is more and more look-¢ 
ing toward Rome, and so manifest is the opera 3 
tion of divine grace within her that our hope is 
that Corporate Reunion will be accomplished: 
before the twentieth century is ended and the,” 
Church of England recover het werecieart oT at it~ 
in Western Christendom as the loval daughter 
of the Chureh of Roorrne 


It grows imereasingh apparent with the 


march «of eeclesiastical events trom nomth te 


month that there tsa vast and all comprehen 
sIVEe Movement on foot tending towards units 


and everswhere itis taking the form of corpe 


] 


rate action: bedies most nearly related im consti 


tution and doctrine are consolidating What oat 


all this be the work of God and the preliminary 


stage of that great homecoming of the “other 


sheep" which is te eventuate in the one fold and 


the one shepherd Onmeht at not therefore to he 


conceded by yvotmia within the Cope Cp press 


Dility that those Christians clarning the \pes 


telic Ministry miav be tustitied in acting m unt 


som owath) them prrmecdiate tellers . aS te ler 
ola Corp atten eon «tet tied Dot as tree 
detached medividuatl vhe have no other aut 
than ote extricate thenselve from them str 
reundings and ike the rwoeltia hy 
Lion te the Pfoly See Such oan ineivaditals 
tic and cheorderly pre vould postpone re 
union until the tidgiient 

Lo hope that im the aleve ot Mpertect and 
lire attemipr I] dhay it lecast: rrvache lear that 
Ve oof the reun ent re prevent it 
this n ‘ " to the I - 
Heot ere | ! t b WIE VE 
Caeul Tis gay t ct mt cot 
litton ist ] ot itter f 
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faith, a matter so vital to us that it assumes the 
proportions of fidelity to oa principle, to which 
we could not be unfaithful without doing vio- 
lence to our conscience, something surely which, 
as | have said above, the Pope himself would 
not desire us to do under anv circumstances 
and certainly net on the strength of a papal ut- 
terance, which is et generally coneeded to he 
infallible. > 
Thus far | 
more than a defence and explanation of our own 


have refrained from anything 
position, as Anglicans working for reunion, but 


allow me in conclusion to take exception to a 
statement vou make at the very end of your long 
and able review. You say: “They must realize 


that they have need of the Church. The Chureh 
indeed wants them, vearns for them, not however, 
sake, but 
She does not need them: they need the Church 


for her own for their soul's sake. 


for their eternal salvation.” 

For the Catholic Church's own sake T regret 
that vou should have written) so, because Tam 
sure You have misrepresented the real feeling 
of the Christ. What would 


Bride of mother 


send such a message to her absent children, “Pr 


want vou to come back home, not for my own 
sake but solely for vour sake, not that T need you, 
but because you need me.” And certainly vou 
will acknowledge that by virtue of our baptism 
we are children of the Catholic Church. Our 
Lord 'is disciples toe a cross road 


onee sent 


with the instruction. “You will find an ass and 
a colt tied, loose and bring them to Me, and if 
the owners make any objection, sav, the Mas 
ter hath need of them.” Tf the Lord of glory 
the Catholic 
needs the millions of her baptized children now 
the \postolie Why did 
our Lord pray that all might be one, was it net 
that the The Catholic 
Church needs the return of the other sheep to 


needed an ass, Church 


surely 


separated from See. 


world might believe ? 
the fold of Peter im order that she may accom- 
plish what. according to our Lord's prayer, she 
cannot accomplish without them. 
I am. Right Reverend Monsignor, 
Faithfully vours in Christ, 
Pavur James Franers, S.A, 








“THE PRINCE OF THE APOSTLES.” 


> 


\ Review py Rr. Rev, Mor. Cronin in “Rome.” 
It is time now to turn our attention to the under- 
lying purpose of the book, which is to help in promot- 
ing the Reunion of Christendom. One can set be- 
fore himself no nobler aim than this, can engage in 
no greater work, 


turies 


For this the Popes through the cene 
worked and It is 
preeminently doing God's work to cooperate in the re- 


have written and prayed, 


alization? of our Lord's desire and prophecy that 


one fold and one shepherd. But after 
all there is a wrong as well as a right way of doing 


there shall he 
the best of things: and if we take the wrong way, we 
are not likely to achieve the end which we have pro- 
posed to ourselves. On this point of the method chos- 
en for carrying out the project of promoting the reun- 
ion of the Anglican with the Catholic Church, it is 
necessary for me to speak plainly and openly, though, 
1 trust, without the 
highest motive of charity, namely, to lead others to the 
knowledge of the truth. 
purpose, the 


offending charity,—indeed, with 
I gladly recognize the hon- 
and sincerity, the 
worthy of all ad- 
Anglican clergy and laity 
who are engaged in this work. T feel the greatest svm- 
pathy for them in their the 
Catholhe Chureh. I great 
geod they have done and are doing, up to a certain 


esty oof earnesticss 


high-minded, self-sacrifieing zeal, 


miration, which animate the 


for reunion with 
acknowledge the 


desire 
willingly 


point. “They are teaching the Catholic doctrine to 
many who could) never be reached by the Catholic 
priest; they are eliminating much of the prejudice 
which has hitherto existed against the Church of 


Rome; and are even winning for her the sympathy of 


numbers who are still separated from her. But the 
good that is done does not advance beyond a fixed 
point, or, if it does, it is in spite of and against the 
will of those who are aiming at corporate reunion. 
Their Catholic doctrine is not unmixed with error. 
They conduct their disciples far along the road to 


the Church; but, since it is their policy to prevent in- 
dividual to a 
halt true destination teach the 
lure divine Primacy of the Pontiff, a Prim- 
of honour, but of authority and ju- 


conversions, they suddenly bring them 


short of their They 


Roman 


merely 
They 
relative obligation of 
And vet they fail 


principles to 


acevo net 
risdiction realize too the existence of the cor- 


obedience and = submission 
to make 


themselves 


the application of their 


and their followers; and ev- 


en counsel and insist upon the disregard in- practice 
of the obligation which they acknowledge speculative- 
the abstract 


Iv and in This inability to apply recog- 


nized principles to practical life is one of the most pa- 
faults of 
only to an hereditary blindness or illogicality, which 


tent Anglicanism, and one can attribute it 





. 








“~~ 





1¢ 


, 








—— — 





% UT OMNES UNUM SINT 


can be removed only by a special grace of God. Th 


Anglo-Saxon seems to have lost the faculty of apply- 


Ing legie te religion. LF will take a glaring examph 
of this, already quoted above from Tae Lame and 
printed as an 


advertisement at the end of The 
“The Double Witness of 
Vue Laur, ioe, te the jure divino Primacy of the 
Holy See and the Validity of 

, 


Justice at one and the same time to Rome and Canter 


I? y! 
Prince f the Ipostles 


Anglican Orders does 


bury, ete.” “This is a futile conjunetion of opposites 
The Holy See, by an act of its jure diving 


Primacy 


and supreme teaching magistertum, has declared An 


glean Orders te be utterly invalid) ‘There is no need 


to appeal te infallibility here: and to de so would 
only confuse the issue, for some theologians doubt 
whether the deeree in’ question falls within the pre 
rogative of infallihility or not. Leo NED himself i 
deed had no doubt at alloon the matter, and in his 
Brief to the Cardinal Archbishop of Paris, sth of N« 


vember, 18gy6, he wrote 


‘Religiont apud Angle 





ermaeque animarum saluti pro omunere  prospicientes, 
Constitutionem .lpostelicae Curae, ut nosti, proxime ed- 
idimus. In ca causam gravissimam de ordinationibus 


Nostris mul 
to antea definitam, indulgenter tamen a Nobis ex in- 


anghicants, jure quidem a Decessoribus 


tegro revocatam, consilium fut absolute judicare pen- 


itusque dirimere. Tdque sane perfecimus eo argu- 


menterum pondere caque formularum tum perspi 

Uitate, tum auctoritate, ut sententiam Nostram nemo 
prudens recteque animatus compellere in dibitation 
em posset, catholict autem omnes summo deberent ob 
sequie amplecti, tamquam perpetue tirmam, ratam, of 
revecabilem.” Still, To say, there is no need for me to 
appeal to the infallibility of the act of condemnation 
of Anglican Orders: for is it manifestly an exercise 
of the authority of the Primacy: and those who ac 
knowledge that authority, which of its own nature can- 
not be anything but universal, must acknowledge also 
that it entails on their own part the obligation of sub 
mission and assent 

the Prime 

Vahdity of 


Anvlican Orders is to unite contradictories, and does 


Fo couple therefore the recognition of 


of the Holy See and the assertion of the 


manifest injustice to Rome and her Primacy 


But there is a more fundamental objection te tl 


Is 


method of working for the reunion of Christendom 


“The Prince of the Apostles is addressed by Angheans 


. ' 
te Anglicans, and it has in view not te make individ 


wal converts te 


1 
what we believe to be a. religious movement alreae 
far on teward tts predestined end: in a word ¢ 


sist in bringing about the cor 


glican Church with the See of Peter 


e reunion of the Ar 






The very rat 
con d'etre of such a volume as this is to beget among 
Anglo Catholics an 


titude toward that famous See, deserther 


Qo mind and a sympathetic at- 





1h S Cyp 


Rome, but te further the trend of 
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rian (A, 1D, 250), as ‘the Chair of Peter and the prin- 
cipal Church, and everywhere re 


Mother of 


guived im later days 
s the English Christianitv’ (742). This 
idea ot corporate reunm 


is called “the 


m, in fact, 1s based upon what 


ranch Theory,” the theory that the 


Chureh of Christ exists in thr tions, the Roman, 
tue Anghean and Greek [his i i manitest heresy 
iwainst the Unity of the Church lhe Chureh is not 
only undivided, it as indin | ansthing which 





presupposes roopeostulates othe  civasabahity { the 
Church cannot be entertamed f 


the Church of Rem 


© moment by 


In Sst oan \sseciation for the Promotion of the 


Linon of Christend founded in England by 
tomumber f Anghean clerg . 1 seve Catho- 
hh Inu teed the cet i red the English 
Bishops ote Ve t Mat het the H Office 


Phe answer of the Holy Offiec, addressed to the En- 
glish Bishop in September, tOg). condemned the 
theory that Christendom or the Christian Church con- 


sists of three parts--the Roman, the Greek, and the 


\nglican—as heretical, and prohibited Catholics from 


taking part im eC fssocnition t Wing it taver 


(Pureell, Life of Cardinal Manning, I. 276.) The 


Nnalicanseclergs 
iddres 


Secretary of the Toby 


on thereupon 





a letter of explanation to Cardinal Patrizi, 
See red 
on the &th of November, 196s 


inswer of the Ho- 











! That the unity of the Church is absolute and 
richivasable ind that the Church has never lest. its 
wity, ner t »much as a ment of time er in 

peal Phat the Church of ¢ ist is) indefeetible, neat 
nly in duration, but in d ! mn othe vords, 
that it as anfallibh which 4 dys ndowment be 
stowed upon at by ats Tead I that the infallibility 
f the Chureh iw oa dogma of the faith 

3) That the primacy of the Visthle Head ts of Di- 
vine institution, and was ordained to generate and to 
preserve the unity beth of faith and of communion, 
that is, beth internal and external, of which the See 

t eras the centre and the bond 
“y That therefore the Catholic and Roman Chureh 
ne has r ed the nar ¢ €or 

< That 4 ie tan sive t thier twulv the 
name of Cathele without rring fest her 

ty | t wi t 1 m tl e and 

nly Cathelie Church, low } cheve 
himself t Wty bh ‘ n t 1 t! t the 
Uoitv of Christ is im tl tat 1 ratl 
7 That ever eve WW, ler pan f losing 
jornat tile wall ‘ es Chur of 
\ hirast f which in r en- 
ince inte t Singdom of 
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therefore, has al- 
Holy 
afforded to Re 


This project of corporate reunion 
dealt 
opportunity. ts 


ready been sufficiently with by the See: 


and another thereby 


Unionists to put thetr principles into practice by mak 
obedience to the 


submission and 


Holy See, 


ing an act of mug! 


Stermmm of the the authority of which thes 


acknowledge 


It is then futile to dream of reunion on the basis 
of the Braneh Theory Phe claim of the \nglieans 
to treat with the Catholic Chureh on equal terms ts 


inadmissible. ‘Their conception of the situation is that 


two tirst-class powers are nevothaitimg a treaty of 
peace and amity, ino which mutual coneessions are 
made and conditions accepted. There could not te 


Phe 


obligation of 


a yreater mistake may net make their own 


terms, for the submitssion, unconditional 


and irrespective of all comsequenees, is imperative 


and absolute, Surely it as in the last degree oun 


becoming of children to approach him) whem they 


know to be their divinely appointed Spiritual Father 
and Pastor, and te say: “Grant us this and this, and 
we will acknowledge vou as that which we know you 
by divine right to be” Tf the Pope is the Head of 
the Church, possessing and exeretsing aommre divine 
Primacy over the whole Chureh, it is for him) alone 
to decide what shall be the conditions of reunion, 


In the preface to) The Prince of the Apostles (p 
8) the following are mentioned as special  dith- 
culties of the Anglicans: “The celibacy of the clergy 


the Mass in refusal of the chahee to all 


but celebrating 


Latin, the 


priests, and the extravagant expres- 


sions in devotional books” 
added, of course, the 


With 


assured 


some 


comlemmation of Anelean Or 


ders regard to this last point, Angheans may 


rest that the condemnation will never be re 


versed AS te matters of discipline, the Pope alone 


is competent to determine what must be changed, what 


may be retained. They must come te the Church as 
supplrunt- They must reject and abjure their errors, 

first and) foremost, their heresy agaist the unity 
and indefectibility. of the Church) They must depiore 


their schism, and beg for admission into the one true 
Fold, the one Ark of Salvation. they must realize that 
they have need of the Chureh The Chureh, indeed, 
wants them, vearns fer them, met, however, for her 
own sake, but for their souls’ sake She does not 
need them; they need the Church for them eternal 
salvation Unless vou be converted, and became as 
little children, vou shall not enter into the kingdom of 
heaven” (Matt. xviii: 3) 
MATER DOLOROSY 

Again maternal Autumn grieves, 

\s Dlood-like drip the maple leaves 

On Nature's Calvary 

And every) sap-forsaken limb, 

Renews the mystery of Elim 

Who died upon a Tres Father Tabb 
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and Ireland, p. 2) 


fo these must. be 


| or other settlers on our southern 


ANGLICAN 
HISTORY, 


PRESSE 


STUDIES IN 
CHURCH 


By Rev. Arthur i. Whatham, 


The Orton oF Brevisn Crristrxaniry, 


Two questions are involved in an attempt to 
solve the problem of the introduction of Chris- 


tianity into Britain, (1) By whom and when 


was the Gospel first brought to these shores ? 


(2) By whom and when was an organized 


Church first established ? The second is as neces- 


sary as the first. because without an organized 


Church the mere preaching of Christianity woul! 


never have produced any permanent effect. 
Prof. Zimmer (The Celtic Church in’ Britain 
J says, “Contemporary foreign 
Writers, as well as native sources, give no an- 
swer to the question, whenee, how, and when 
Christianity was first brought to Britain.” 
Hutton (Short fis. Ch. in Gt. Britain, p. 2) 
says, “We have no certain knowledge of how 
first land, 
to connect it directly with any 


Christianity was preached in our 
There is nothing 
of the Apostles: most likely it came from Gaul, 
with the Roman soldiers or the rich governors 
It is 


century 


shores. 
the third 
for certain that there were 


net until the beginning of 
\: 


Christians in Gritain.” 


that we know 


Bishop Collins (The Begimings of English 
Christanity, Pp. 20), relying upon ‘Tertullian’s 
reference to the presence of Christianity in Lrit- 
ain te, 200), thinks that it “may have entered 
Lritain towards the close of the second century.” 
Phe idea that St. Paul, St. Peter. or St. Joseph 
of A\rimathea, preached in’ Britain, he dismisses 
as “pure surmise”: and as “not less legendary, 
though earlier in date, is the story of Ning Lu- 
(pp. 24-27). The 
legend of Lucius is a sixth century manufacture ; 
of St. Peter. a tenth: of St. Joseph of Arimathea, 


cius and) Pope Elutherius” 


post Norman; while of St. Paul there is no au- 


thority. earlier than the Welsh Triads, a_thir- 


teenth century collection of poems and tradi- 
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tions (see Haddan and Stubbs, C. & ED, Vol. 
I, pp. 22-20) 


curacy appears in [lore’s statement that the sixth 


\ remarkable specimen of inae 


century poet, Venantius Fortunatus, savs that St. 
Paul passed over into Britain (/ighteen Centy 
ries of the Church in Eng., pr 14), whereas Had- 
dan and Stubbs (ib., p. 23). give his accurate 
statement, that it was the teaching of St. Paul 
(stylus We) which passed over into Britain, and 
not the Apostle himself. 


In view of this clear evidence given by Had 


dan and Stubbs it is somewhat singular te find 


Overton reluctantly surrendering the legends of 
St. Paul, and Wing Lucius, as being connected 
with the introduction of Christianity inte Brit 
ain. Nevertheless, he coneludes, “But. circum 
stances point to Gaul as the most likely source of 
British Christianity.” Ino two notes he adds 
“The evidence of its having come from the East 
as some assume, is very slight-—-1f indeed it can 
be called direct evidence at all.” Again, “Canon 
Raine, a high authority. can go ne further than 
to admit that it ¢Christiamty) probably crept 


over from Gaul in the course of tae tirst cen 


tury after Christ” (The Church in lagland, pp 
+6. 

Cutts (Die. Ch. of  Eng.-Romano-British 
Church), saves: “It is of course very possible 


that Christians may have visited Uritain at an 
early period, but there is not a particle of ex 


dence to prove that they did se. “There ts abso- 


lutely no authority whatever for the tlea that the 


\postle st Paul ever personally visited these 


islands. “The high probability is that the Chin 


of Christ was not extended into Pritain until 


about the middle of the third century, and that 


it passed over from Gaul.” 

Pishop Browne ¢(7he Chureh flaese Island 
Before the Coming of cligustine, po 33) 
“There is no signoff any one great effort, hh 
one great man, te introduce Christian 
our land. It eame we eannet doubt. im the 
ural wav. simply and. quietly, throngh the near 
est kinsfolk. the people of Gaul 


Hole (Karly Missions to and Within the Brit 


ish Islands, p. 7). savs: “Ne direct Tistorica 


evidence, and scarcely. any definite tradition wore 
thy of attention can be adduced to show how 
Christianity was first planted in) Britain.” 

Finally, Haddan and Stubbs ciid, pp. 3, 22 
20), on the authority of Tertullian, accept the 
fact of Christians in Britain from 200 onward, 
but reject the statement as te \postles or apos 
tolic men preaching the Gospel in) Britain, to 
gether with the stery of King Luecims, which 
they regard as fietion. From the introduetion 
of Christiamity we now turn to the establishment 
of the Church in’ Britain. 

Cutts (Turning Points of bs Ch: fits... 2. 
13), saves: “The Christianitw of Gaul as a whole 
is duc to a great missionary effort in the time 
of Deeits, about 250° \. DL. and the Iistorical 
probability is that, though there may have been 
isolated believers in’ Uritain previews to that 
time, vet the planting of the Church in) Britain 
Was not carher than that date 

Bishop Browne cid. p. 72. ef. O00, for rea 


sons given, concludes that from 200 te: 28a may 


have seen the commencement of Pritish episece 
purer, derived from Gant 

Bishop Collins cid, po 300. referring te 
Uritish Christianity. says: \s for ecelestastical 
organization and the like, at wenld maturalls 


come from the nearest Churel 


that of Gaul 





Ilacdkdan and Stull. ‘| qeooters trem ~ Hyon Its 
Severu ‘ L £R. aoe ned Gregory of Tour 
(373-5050, that beveond ate cattered ¢ re] 
‘ of wineh | 1 t the ef, the tre eral 
conversion and planting ot thre Cl t Chureh 
in Gaul dated froma great 1 ionary effort in 
\. PD. 280, whieh amelie [iritain ere ) 
far there had existed ne organized Church (1f 
fae 3D. Phese aut The S 1 that 
tine bevicer tile lor ft eNistet t°a 
Christian C1 torit » «luring t t nd 
eentury ot unhistorieal” and the 
late the existence ot Christian Chureh from 

i te Bi ' it Bp. a0: 24 

We th ‘ t t it ‘ the first 
ntroduetion of CI to Britain as tak 
Wg place ly © close t t ‘ ! entur 
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and the first founding of a Christian Church at 
the close of the third and opening of the fourth, 
both being derived from Gaul, the former very 
Churches of and 


probably from the Lyons 


towards the close of the second. cen- 


tury the latter through an extended missionary 


Vienne ; 


effort having taken place about the middle of the 
third century. An interesting point now to be 
settled is, What was the cause of this missionary 
extension 7 

Bishop Browne (ih., p. 05), tells us that Greg- 
ory of Tours states “that a great missionary 
effort had to be made in Gaul about the year 
and that so late as 
neither 


250 to spread Christianity ; 
that, missionary bishops had to be sent 
he nor his authority says by whom—to seven 
cities and districts.” 

Dean Kitchen (Mrauce-Eney. Bib., Vol. 1X, 
pf. 528) says: 
did little for Gaul till the middle of the third 
century (244 \. D2), when seven Latin bishops 


“Roman Christendom, however, 


were sent thither and formed 


Christian life.” 


new 


Palmer (Origines Liturgicae, Vol. T, p. 152), | 
| but rather, as Canon Overton expresses it, as “a 


thinks that these missionaries “appear to have 
come from Rome to Gaul, about the middle of 
the third century or not long after.” 

Murdock, the editor of Mosheim’s Feclestas- 
tical History, in a note on page 53 of the twelfth 
edition of the work, revised by Reid, represents 
Gregory of Tours as saving, “Under Decius (A. 
TD. 248-251), seven missionaries were sent from 
Rome to preach in Gaul.” 

Guizot, in lis History of France, savs that 
certain missionaries went from Rome to Gaul 
under the pontificate of Pope St. Fabian, mar- 
tvred in 249 (Tol. J, p. tor, Trans, by Robert 
Black, N. V.). 

Now it is important to notice this fact, since 
as it is thought Britain received its episcopate 
from Northern Gaul 


Latin mis- 


sionary bishops mostly settled, the origin of its 


where these 
episce ypacy is to be traced to Rome, and there- 
fore to a Western and not an Eastern source 
through Lyons. 

Rishop Doane in his Church Clib Lecture on 
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The Celtic Church, 1889, p. 25, tells us that St. 


centres of 


Ninian, the apostle of the Southern Picts, was 
consecrated to the episcopate by St. Martin of 
Tours. There is 
this. St. 


no authority, however, for 
Ninian studied for a long while at 
Rome, where he had evidently thoroughly im- 


| hibed Roman methods and usages (Bede TIT, 4), 


Was most probably consecrated by Pope Siricius 
about gor (/Zunt—His, Eng. Ch., p. 3; Dow- 
den-Celtie Ch. in Scotland, p. 26). Some time 
after or about the vear 430, Palladius was or- 
dained by Pope Celestine and sent into Ireland 


as the first missionary bishop to that country. 


From the above evidence it will be seen that 
the carly British Church itself owes its origin 
to a Roman missionary enterprise similar to 
that which sent Augustine to England, although 
by a less direct course, the Anglican Church 
having been founded direct from Rome, and the 
ancient British Church from Rome by way of 
Northern Gaul. The British Church, however, 
Was never a very flourishing institution. ( Col- 
fh. 39 f). 


sidered itself as an independent national Church, 


lins, ib., It never seems to have con- 


sort of dependent branch of the Gallican 
Church.” Thus at the council of Arles, A. D. 
314, its bishops reckoned as 


were “amongst 


those from the Gauls” (ib., p. 4.5). 
ITALIANS NEED A LITTLE IRISH. 

lf the Italian Catholics in Italy had a little of the 

Irish spirit, says The Freeman's would 

A good 


Journal, we 
hear less of the rufhanism of the anti-clericals. 

illustration is related in’ one of the trans-Atlantic 
The Catholic people of Tivoli 
were celebrating the feast of their patroness—St. Sym- 
phorosa, They had 
students of the 


papers, Times... The 


fireworks in the evening. The 
Irish college went to witness them, 
and, returning home to the college villa afterwards— 
fer their country villa where they pass the holidays 
is outside the town 
Those 


with Italian seminarists. 


they were attacked by some So- 
they dealing 
They soon found their mis- 
take. The [rish students stood and did not let them- 
selves be knocked down without knowing why. The 
result of about two minutes’ attack and defense was 
that the cowards 
taken to the 


cialists. cowards thought were 


ran—except one, who had to be 


hospital, and is probably still there 
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EDITOR'S MAIL BAG 
THE WHOLE AND NoT A PAR 
To the Editor of Tne Lamp: 
Sir: The September number of ‘Tre Laur has 
just come, and though T am too far off to engage in 
newspaper discussions, | feel that T must send a word 


or two in reply to “London Priest's” strictures 

It seems to me that there are two. views amongst 
those who labour for Reunion with the Holy See. 

Some desire to see the whole Church of England 
brought to a reconciliation with Rome. It is a noble 
ambition, worth a good deal of patient self-denial and 
waiting Tt will, when accomplished, be a victory 
worth having, but it is a difficult task, and implies 
faith in God, in the Church of Rome, and in’ the 
Church of England. Vhat is the object that T have 
before myself 

There are others who, pardon me, are impatient 
and have lost faith in the Chureh of England. These 
men see a plan which is more easily realized—a 
schism in the Anglican Body, and the formation of a 
Uniate Church composed of the impatient souls who 
want to eat their apples before they are ripe. - 

With such aims [T have no sympathies at all. ‘To 
form a Uniate Church at the cost of a split in the 
Anglican Body is merely to fill up one ditch by dig- 
ging another. It is moving the locality of the schism, 
without healing it, and the people who advocate such 
a scheme have already without knowing it, Tost all 
faith in the Church of England. When that loss of 
faith comes to me, Tam not going to add to the dis 
tractions of Christendom bv building up a Uniat 
Church of anv kind) When it is made clear to 
me that the Church of England is hopelessly com- 
mitted to heresy and schism, T am going to leave her 
and make an unconditional surrender to Rome Till 
then, T tight for a Reunion with Rome of the whale 
Anglican Communion. Tt will) come in time-—“we 


shall reap if we faint not 





Further, T think it is but right that others, « ¢ 
Weslevans, should have a way opened for them to re 
turn—not to Anglicanism, but to the Rock frem 
which they have been hewn as well as ourselves. 
do not think that anything T have said would lead to 
making the Holy Father the patron of all and sundry 
heresies and schisms. What T suggested was that he 
should make a full and comprehensive restatement of 
the Catholic Faith. Those of us who could sign it 
would do so, honestly and openly, and with a readi- 


ness to accept any temporal consequences which 





a signatt would entail, These who thus signed 
would form a nucleus, a beds through which further 
negotiations might take place hut they would not 
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necessarily leave their pr Pp for, as T take it, 





we are working for the healing of a sebist ind net 
for the formation of a Untate Church Now) sup 


pose a Wesleyan should tid himself ana Position to 


accept such a detinitnon of the fart Is he to be re- 
fused permission Is he te be told that what is sauce 
for the Anghean goose i not sauce for the Weslevan 
gander I trow not. There is no patronage of here- 


sy or schism in the suggestion [| made, and we must 
not allow our ideas of reunion to be confined within 


toe narrow lines 


Nec | \ 
Poks e sept. 20, 1g. 
WA rR MARKI 

The Editor of Titre Lane 

Sir In the September number of Toe Lawe, the 
author of the excellent rte m Clerical Celibacy, 
takes it for granted that St. Peter was married, and 
left his wife to follow Jesus. Perhaps he was mar- 


ried, but it is impossible to prove it Jesus cured 4 
sick woman in the house of Peter and Andrew (Mk 
tH: 30). In our translations he 45 Wed Peter’ 
mother-in-law or wate mother If she was Veter 


mother-in-law, Peter must have married her daughter, 











ind so the question of his marriage 1 ettled But 
if we look in the Greck Testament, we tind that she 
1s called Peter's pent 1, Which means Peter's rela 
tive How can we tell w r relationship to Peter 
was? Was she his mether-in-law, his tep ' 
some other relative From the word alos Wwe cannot 
he sure 

Prof. Phimmer gis the following argument ¢whicl 
ic far froin tonvincing) to 0) that a soma 
was not Peter's step-motl 

“In Greek there 1 distinet term for ‘step-mother, 
viz, the very common word met , amd af Darke 
mtended te desienate the comd wife of Peter's fath 
er, he would ha used this term That tie shorubhd 
hate tenored word 1 \ 1 hav 
xpressed his meaning ther ws vhicl 
had quite a different meaning, 4 credible Internat 
Crit. Com. Luke i wR, 24 

Ther listinet t 4 g t it 
thinas, burt we ’ . them 1 Fogel 

‘ mretyye ' 1 relat ! m 

t 1 f r ' ‘ 1 «pre 
the exact elat ) V t 14 tl 
Septuagint or in t N t t nnnet 
Wo whether of t+ farmiliar 
vith the w ie ‘ ! t is 3 
liows tern ;  e vould 
mot 1 ' 

lf per ' ’ t w ols 
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there would be no room for argument, but since it 
wide term, we have no means of telling with cer- 
tainty, whether the sick woman cured in the house of 
Peter and \ndrew, was Peter's mother-in-law or not; 
if she was net, the only argument that we have for 
Marriage ws woe 


Isa 


Peter's 
I SHEAHAN. 
St. Peter's Church, Poughkeepsie, N.Y 


Vopr KOVEN NEEDED 
To the Editor of Thur Lamp 

In the September issue of The Laue —P wrote you 
of the attitude of the Living Church toward the Rev 


\ Wo Smith of Milwankee, who espoused the cause 
of the deposed priest. Mr. Crapsey. It is humiliating 
to write that the Diocese of Milwaukee in council, has 


endorsed Mr. Smith by re-electing him a member of 
the Standing Committee of the Diveese And now 
werd comes from Richmond that Milwaukee, by a 
divided lay vote, contributed to the defeat of the pro- 


posed canon oon Provinees. Surely the Diocese stands 
ind Nicholson 
vanguard of the Catholic move 
 DMuntained 


Sincerely 


mo oneed oof anether DeKoven mother 
Woher position om the 


ment is te 


yours, 
“MILWAUKEE.” 


REVIEWS. 


BOOK 


Retictous Prersrevrions ix PRance, by I 


Broadhead 


Napic r 


This very trenchant and iluminating collection of 
articles, whieh were written from time to time on the 
political and religions situation in Franee during a 


and timely 

“Slav and) Moslem” 
Trubner & Co, Ltd, 
added The 


races and govern 


period of six vears most valuable 


From the pen oof the author of 


(publishers, Kegan Paul, French, 


London, England). it carries an weight 


writer is a profound student. of 
and thy 


svinpaithies te rum away 


ments, migh, evidently, a Catholie, does net 


allow hi with him tut 


“ives 
us hard, cold facts, which his philosophical mind eluei- 


dates and enlightens. We strike the kevnote of the 


volume in the trst chapter in) which he detines the 
actual status of the Church in’ France 
Phe French clergy, be tells us, “receive their sti 


salary, but as the 


State.” The “C 


pends mot as a 


debt 
onvention” of the 


payment of a 
due them Ty the 
Revolution 


lands, threw these 


which contiseated all chureh property, and 


lands on the market, but the 


people 


in the main refused te traffic in the pious gifts of their 


did 


two classes of Janded proprie 


ancestors and ten vears of miassaeres hot improve 


matters Conseqtenths 


tors, two standards of valuation, 


Napoleon 


were and 


lands 


cre ited, 


wanted a clear tithe te the Chureh 


Only the Pope could give it, and as Pius VEEP could net 
relinquish all claims te the contiseated property with 
Ot COMpensation aan engagement Was entered mite by 
the French government to pay in) perpetuity adequate 


subsidtes for the maintenance of the bishops and clergy 
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The payment of these subsidies is, therefore, a por- 
tion of the national debt, just like the payment of in- 
terest. on State bonds, and so on through the book 
It is always these facts “qui vous sautent aux yeux.” 
The laws of tgot suppressing all teaching religious 
orders meant the closing of some twenty-seven thou- 
sand Christian aleoholism has increased so 
in France that Paris with two and a half millions has 
30,000 saloons, and 2,000,000 heetolitres of alcohol are 
consumed yearly in) Franee—in Paris 50,000 children 
of the poor have been thrown into the streets—re- 
spectable Frenchmen refrain from voting—the elections 
are conducted fraudulently —nine-tenths of the people 
are still Catholie—Freemasonry, in a form unknown 
in America, is at the bottom of all atheistic measures 
and plots the destruction of Christianity—the “Asso- 
ciations Cultuelles” struck at the Church's hierarchy 





schools 





which is the basis of her constitution. Finally—France 
is governed by an utterly unserupulous and atheistic 
minority, and the result—Revolution, and the birth of 
a new regime F. W 


INrropueTION TO FRANCISCAN Lireratere, by 
Paschal Robinson, OFM Pennant & 
Ward, New York, 


\ Sttort 


Father 


indebted to 


Students of Franciscan literature are 

Father Robinson for this very valuable little book 
which will give a large amount of information not 
easy to obtain otherwise. By placing the results of 


muimy vears of research within the reach of those who 


have fewer opportunities, this distinguished Franeis- 
can oscholar has made us indeed his debtors. The 
body of the tiny volume is divided into sections treat- 
ing first of the age and environment in which St 
Franeis lived, then sources af the History of St 
Franeis, Works of St. Francis, Early Biographies, 
Legends, Fourteenth and = succeeding centuries, and 
what cach contributed to Franciscan literature, ete. 


The second part consists of notes ‘on books and edi- 
tiens mentioned, and is nearly as valuable. Those who 
would enter upon this most fascinating study can have 
no better guide than this book, 

The author “No one at all acquainted with 
the trend of recent historical and literary study need 


SaVS: 


to be told that we have entered upon an era of 
scholarly interest in all that concerns the life and 
work of St. Franeis of Assisi For the books 
written within a very recent period about St. Francis 


and the beginning of his Order, not to mention pam- 
phlets and magazine articles, are almost as numerous 
as the proverbial leaves of Vallambrosa yt er 
Pending the completion of a larger work intended for 
formal students of Franciscan history, [| have here 
ventured to jot down a few notes for the benetit of 
the general reader to whom the subject may be new, 
and who may wish for some sort of guide to the vast 


field of literature which has grown up around the 
name of the Poverello. Such is the aim of the pres 
ent modest booklet.” 

No BAI books reviewed in THe Laser may be or- 
dered by our readers through THe Lawe Porrisnine 
Co 























CATHOLIC IDEAS AND TENDENCIES IN MOD- 
ERN RUSSIAN THOUGHT, 


BY AURELIO PALMIERI, O, S. A., IN THE NEW YORK REVIEW 
REPRODUCED BY PERMISSION, 

The laws relative to liberty of conscience promul- 
gated in Russia im rg05 have laid open a vast tield of 
action for Roman Catholicism in the great Empire 
For more than a century Russian politics strenuously 
supported by the half lay, half clerical bureaucracy of 
the Synod of St. Petersburg, had labored with much 
constancy of purpose to break down or weaken the 
influence of the Catholic Church on the Russian fron- 
tiers. Its efforts were especially directed towards the 
annihilation of the uniats of Poland and of Russia 
Minor, who, after the lamentable defection of Joseph 
Siemachko (1868) created metropolitan of Lithuania 
in 1830, had been officially inscribed as members 
of the Orthodox Church. Constantine Pobiedonostzes 
the Ober-Procuror of the Synod of St. Petersburg, 
who for twenty-five years had made the Russian Ortho 
dox Church the slave of his political despotism, now 
revived the methods of Nero in his persecution of 
Catholicism. The former ex-tniats were especially 
the victims of his political schemes and many of them 
were sent to prison or exiled to Siberia, and some 
even were put to death because of their unwavering 
attachment to the Roman See. Thirty thousand of 
them refused with unflinching constancy to accept the 
spiritual ministrations of the Orthodox popes whom 
the Synod had installed in their parishes by the aid 
of armed cossacks; and as the Catholic priests could 
not attend to their spiritual needs under pain of being 
exiled to Siberia, the unfortunate but steadfast con- 
fessors of the faith were forced to die without the 
sacraments, the children were not baptized and mar- 
riages were not blessed. 

Yet all the efforts of Pobiedonostzev, whom the 
faithful in Russia consider as the Nero of the nine- 
teenth century, came to naught, for no sooner had lib 
erty of conscience been proclaimed in the country than 
the former uniats who had against their will been en 
rolled in the Orthodox Church, returned en masse to 
Catholicism. According to the official statistics of the 
Tzerkorvnyia Viedomosti, the organ of the Synod of 
St. Petersburg, in the diocese of Chelm during the 
year 1005, the conversions of the Orthodox to Catholi- 
cism numbered 110,000; in the diocese of Vilna, 30,000; 
in that of Minsk, 10,000, and 10,000 in the diocese of 
Grodno. It may here be observed that these figures 
in reality represent only about one-half of the conver- 
sions. In 1903 more than 30,000 ex-uniats and ortho- 
dox embraced Catholicism and, what is a rare oceur- 
rence in Russia, four orthodox priests of whom one 
was a monk, passed over to the Latin rite. Nor does 
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this movement towards Rome scem to be on the de- 


cline. If the government were to remove the bar- 
riers that keep out the Catholic clergy from other 
countries, it is not unlikely that om Me measure at 
least, would be verified the prophecy of the Slavic 
theologian Khomiakox, who once samt: If liberty of 
conscience were promulgated im Russia the cultured 
classes would pass over to Catholicism, while the 
lower classes wenld join ul 


e numerous sects which 
holding fast to the traditions of the past, are ener 
getically opposed to the Ottieial Russian Church 
Indeed Catholetm seems destined to achieve in the 
course of time great conquests m Russia. The Slavie 
nund is by natural temperament inclined to mysticism, 
and it is a well-known fact that the Orthodox Church 


f today with its bureancratical organization and its 


servility towards a regime which the Russian people 
detest—and not without reason—is in no condition te 


satisfy this tendency. Tt as a matter of historical ex- 


perience that the evolution of religions and social 
mevements i onet accomplished moa dav mer even in 
i century, nevertheless there are at present to be per- 
ceived inp Russia signs of a doctrinal orientation to- 


wards Catholicism, of an aspiration towards a re- 
ligious system, which once free from the fetters of a 
bureaucratical orgamization may through its union with 
Western Catholicism form a universal Church These 
svnptoms are discermble in Russian relagieus litera 
ture of the present day, and it cannot be otherwise 
than interesting to set them forth at some length, for 


they may prove to he only the prelude to a great. re 


ligious ane al which as already prepar 


ing in the realm of the Tsars- 





In the tirst place, an mrdirect trinal onentation 





towards the Roman Church is at present noticeable aim 
Russia. ‘To understand this phase of religious thought 
in that counts it is necessary to cast a glance at the 
condition of the Russian Orthodox clergy Accord. 
ing te the statist ef roq6 the Russian hierarchy 
comprises 133 bt 1) f whem i are on the retired 
list because f ane r sicknes 1} number of bis} 

ops in active service therefore is 115, and these 63 are 


in Russia proper, and four in Georma; the others are 


viears who by their attributions and duties corre 

pond to our coadyuter bishop [here are in Russia 
three Metropolitan sees, those of St. Petersburg, Mos- 
cow and Kiev, and veral Archiepiscopal sees, viz, 
Viadivostok, Viadimir, Od Riga, ete. The lower 


clergy numbers “O priests f whom 2.30 are 





protoiere! or archpriest 14,000 deacons, and 43,552 








| chanters  (psalomeltehiki The bwoiai law 
which is not to the othe ox Churches 
are monks, the total number of whom 1s over 
dispersed in) 300 monasterte The clergy are thus 
divided into two quit fistinet classes—the monas- 
terial and ¢t! : led “white” or parochial rey 



































Those of the former class observe ostensibly the law 
of celibacy; those of the second are allowed fo marry. 


Ordinarily the “popes” before receiving 
The 
are the nurseries of the episcopate because the bishops 
being bound to the law of celibacy are 


the monks, 


priest’s or 
ders are required to take a wife. monasteries 
from 
The priests of the parochial clergy, should 
they happen to become widowers, may aspire to episco- 


chosen 


pal honors, but to attain thereto, they must tirst em- 


brace the monastic life. From this arrangement. re 
sults a strange paradox, viz. that the monks who 
are supposed to have withdrawn from the world in 


order to live in humility and seclusion, really form an 
ambitious class which wields the supreme power in the 
Church, shares the absolution of the civil government 
and possesses great wealth; while the parochial clergy, 
though having to bear all the burden of the priestly 
office, have no voice in the direction of church affairs 
and are often exposed to suffer the direst want and 
misery. Thus in the Russian Church we find a demo- 
cratic element consisting of the lower clergy and an 
aristocratic clement, viz. the clergy of the monaster- 
ies 

With the liberal ideas the secial and 
economic disparity between these two classes of the 


diffusion of 


clergy who, as regards their tendencies and interests 
are so opposed to each other, has beeome more and 
more striking and it has brought about a schism which 
though still latent, may soon be openly declared, The 
episcopate, 
has espoused the cause of democracy, and that all the 


“white” clergy in its struggles against the 


more readily as democratic principles form the doe- 
trinal substratum of the constitution of the Ortho- 
dox Churches. According to) Khomiakov, whose 


church theories are at present greatly in vogue among 


the ranks of the lower clergy, especially the progres- 
sive ones, the Roman Church derives its constitution 
from the spirit of absolutism and centralization, preva- 
lent in the Roman Empire, while the Fastern branch, 


to which Russian Christianity traces its origin and 


development through Byzantium, never sacrificed to 


authority the just exigencies of religious individuat- 
A favorite principle with this writer is the fol- 


lowing: od and 


mind, Prot- 
estantism is a rationalistic form of idealism: Catholi- 


ism. 


The Church recognizes only brotherh 


repudiates all class distinctions. Vo his 


cism is a rationalistic form of materialism, while the 
Orthodox Church represents liberty in unity, life in 
reason according to the law of love. Love in the 
theological system of Khomiakov takes the place of 
the hierarchy. The Church is one in the union of all 


believers freely united in the spirirt of Christian broth- 


erhood, and participating in the same graces of the 
Holy Ghost 
True Orthodoxy according to this Russian theo- 


« 
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logian avoids on the one hand the absolutism of the 
Catholic theocracy, and on the other, the inherent dis- 


intregating elements of Protestantism with its conse- 


quent division into countless seets. Orthodoxy, while 
admutting the hierarchical principle, refuses neverthe- 


less, 


tion in the Church, i. ¢., as the basis of a lawful superi- 


to recognize the hierarchy as a judicial institu- 


ority of bishops over priests 

Vhese theories have been amply discussed by the theo- 
logians of the lower clergy in the sessions of a Com- 
mission, which, on the suggestion of the Svnod of St. 
Petersburg, undertook to prepare for the convoeation 
of a Russian National Council 1714 the 
Russian Chureh has been ruled by the lay patriarchs 
of the Synod, and now there is a movement, power- 


Ever since 


fully seconded by the lower clergy, in the direction of 
a radical reform of the constitution, the re-establish- 
ment of the patriarchate and the suppression of the 
lay bureaucracy. In the discussions which took place 
in the Commission the partisans or representatives of 
the “white” 


clergy that the 


church is not a hierarchical, or episcopal organization 


vigorously maintained 
\ccarding to Zaozersky, a very learned canonist of the 
eeclesiastical Academy of Moscow, the distinction be- 
The 
distinction between the ecclesia docens and the ecclesia 


tween pastor and flock does not exist in reality. 


discens has no sanction in the Christian dispensation. 
‘The Gospel proclaims that all are equal,” writes the 
Archpriest Rojdestvensky, professor in the Fcclesias- 
tical Faeutty of St. Petersburg. The Orthodox 
Church rejects the infallibility of the Church, and 
1 fortiori’ it cannot accept the infallibility of the Epis- 
copate. The acknowledgment of the supremacy of 
bishops over priests does not differ from the acceptance 
of papal absolutism. The 
without the Church, and consequently 


bishops can do nothing 
they are not 
invested with an authority which raises them above the 
others.” In the Tzerkovnyi Golos, a periodical which is 
the organ of the lower clergy, we read that the idea 
ofa notion of the 
Church; the bishops merely represent in the Church a 


primacy is foreign to the true 
more exalted symbolism, but their rights in the gov- 
ernment of the Church are no greater than those of 
the priests and laymen. Such are the radical theories 
which have been defended by the official organs of the 
four Russian theological 
Moscow, Kiev and Kazan 


\s might be expected, the hierarchy and the monas- 


universities, St, Petersburg, 


feries rose 


in alarm against these democratic tenden- 
cies on the part of the lower clergy. The bishops in 
their public documents speak of the dangerous ten- 
dencies of modern Russian society, which no longer 
has confidence in the bishops, and of the consequent 
danger for the Church, and Prof Kiev, 
declares that the Russian clergy is be- 


Golnhbev, of 
unhesitatingly 





-_——. 
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\rch- 
those 


coming infected with Protestant ideas 





Antonius, 
Iishop of Volinia, who has become the 
the 
monks and the monopoly of the episcopate 
} 


head of 


who are striving to rights and 


tives of the 
by the 


mamta preroga- 


same, thus deserthes the deep « that has 






ist 
heen opened between the two sections of the 

“In the Chureh 
tendencies, administrative 


clergs 


Russian there are at present two 


one and the other 


popul iT 


The former is based on the Latin traditions and 
those of the medieval schools, and its ideals are 
religious; the latter places its religious ideals in’ the 
observation of feasts and fasts, and in the carrving 


out oof the external riuual of the Churel 


uld lead 
Vheologieal Neademy of 


reform party,” he continues, “we 


to religious nihilism. The 


Moscow openly teaches Protestantism; the spiritual 
fathers are preaching the suppression of the em 

pate; the ecclesiastical schools reeammend the laietza 
tion of everything, and all) within. the Chur ire 
clamoring for equal privileges The erteal 
press as replete with ideas copied from Protestant 
sources.” What are the means of combating these 


internal enemies of the Orthodox Churel 


though a 


\ntomius, 





strong 


adversary of © 
cism, propounds a theory which is cor 
theolouwy Mhi-, on 


Iashops ime 


itrary to the 


damental maxims of Orthodox 


fact, maintains that all) the 
there is no head in the 
head, 


rect contradiction to the demoeratic constitution of the 


Church other than the invisible 


Christ, and thus the Roman supremacy ts in dh 


Church. Instead of this, the A\rchlnshop of Volinia 
asertbes all the evils and dangers that beset the Rus 
Orthodox Chureh te the faet that m4 d 


stan 





e enjoved by the Latin branch 

















tianitv, viz, a legitimate head, whi! tos plunder 
by a bureaucracy composed of laymen. The Russi 
Church, he savs, ws founded on aio violation of the 
Canons Christian O¥rthohons ne recounized 
national churches deprived of thetr te ' 
Ile maintains that the general counetlh om whi : 
vested the supreme legislative authority of the Ort 
dox religion. cannot be convoked unless ther 
Patriarch having the power to d he Ru ! 
Church cannet exist without ao spi 
Without a patriarch wh epresentit nd op i 
ing Jesus Christ, will constitute a of 
tween Christians He deplores the fact that i 
Russian Church there does inde ' piri 
sovereign wielding a far greater power tl th 
corded te any pa ch, but this spirits 1 i 
merely a vinan 

In fact, the r hen ‘ 
teemed for tl ity f al 1 

ssten t trving t pp t 


expr 





senn- Protest 
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of the imnferte Kussian herarel 


lose sight of the fun nental canons of the 





Church, and ¢ 





haracter mstitution of the Church of 


the episcopate 


iamimng the m 


\ 


seems 





to 


Orthodox 


Tes 


te 


be abowe all the other lo him oat belong 
sent the Church before God, before the 
peopl And this bishop the right 


is brethren in the episcopate 





Strange t say, peveral of the most 1 
comed professor the Kussia low 
expl Vv ree the existence t 











f the Roman Pontiff. Prof. Nichol ‘ 
‘ f the x test Russia Segetical h 
following tet tu ‘ f the 
Commission preparatory te the Couner 
heve an the pri nderstood ou 
! hen, et Vt CH mothe ty 1 lt 
selve Apostles, Simon, called Peter, w 
Nine 6 \Nevouevos Mita. Whe 
lever? of meanmy. since te Peter was gr 
priviles f contirming jus brethren int 
tl n t litteul real on ents 4 
lif cA Chur Wherefer 7 
pudiating the netion of a pris wl 
b t! My rit f Hol Writ 1 wl 
ated byw the ou 1 ithe f the Cl 
© precnss ef reasons brought 
h th Towner t lemonstrat tl 
upremie ' ' ial 
Cherch of Chri 
Glut , wever, a t ey 
guments te ther Veneer \ if 
t that the + 1» vq tel 
te Peter In Bart ot ’ 
caloowrit _ ¥ eM WA | lowrk 
dep ’ ¢ ] ! parti ! t | 
ring tt | } Cj 
ther Peter ! 1 


t Reon 


“We may quote esp m tl 
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professors of the theological faculty of St, Petersburg: 
“If we had the papacy with its theory of the mutual 
relations between the civil and ecclesiastical powers, 
things would go differently. The life of the Russian 
Church would take on that character which we ob- 
serve among the Catholics of the West. In Catholi- 
cism the Pope is the personiication of a principle he 
concentrates in himself all the tendencies and all the 
aspirations of Catholic life. This principle which is 
fully independent, impresses its characteristics upon 
all that comes in contact with it. The Catholic clergy 
is an army which is sent into all parts of the world 
by its chief residing in Rome, in order to bring about 
the triumph of the papal views and policies. This 
army never fuses with the varied mass of the sur- 
rounding people,~but everywhere and always combats 
for the same ideals. We have nothing of the kind in 
our Church, which is in reality nothing but a cog- 
wheel in the machine of the state.” 
XN CONSTITUTIONAL PAPACY 

The great obstacle in the way of a reunion of Chris- 
September 
that the 
lis article is directed especially 


tendom, says Dr. Briggs in’ the number 


of The North 
is unconstitutional 


-lmerican Review, 1s papacy 


to a discussion of Archbishop Ireland's rejoinder to 
Dr. Briggs’ previous article on “The Real and Ideal 
in the 


“the primacy of St 


Papacy,” and, like its predecessor, recognizes 
in the 
possession of the keys of the kingdom, but not their 


Peter and his successors 


exclusive possession of this authority.” .\ conversa- 
tion with the present Pope leads Dr. Briggs to believe 
Archbishop) Treland 
“jurisdic- 


that he agrees in the main with 


in ruling out of the sphere of the papacy 


tion in civil affairs and dominion over civil govern- 


ment.” The papacy, says the Archbishop, “possesses 
no right to determine questions of science and phi- 
Why not, then, 
Briggs, put such limitations in the form of a 
constitution? “Let the papacy restore to the 
episcopate its historical and Biblical rights, which are 


losophy, of soc iology and economics.” 
says Dr 
written 


just as divine and even more sacred than those of the 
Pope; and let it restore to the Christian people their 
Biblical and historical rights which were 
ercised through the 


formerly ex- 


Christian emperors and other 


sovereigns; then, and then only, can we have these 


lawful checks and balances which secure to each of 
the three divinely appointed media of Church govern- 
ment and discipline their valid and properly adjusted 
rights. Then we may hope for a speedy removal of 
all the other difficulties, and the unity of 
Christ’s Church, for which He praved and died and 


now 


minor 


reigns, will be secured.” 

The fatal objection to all this is that the Pope rules 
but does not govern. No constitutional sovereign 
could be more in the hands of his ministers than the 
Pope is in the hands of those congregations that make 
up the administration of the Curia. The question is 
indeed, as Dr. Briggs observes, “not of the jurisdiction 





of the Pope, but of the jurisdiction of the Curia, of 
the Black Pope and the Red Pope and of the little 
Popes of every color and shape, who administer the 
affairs of the Church with an arbitrariness and ty- 
ranny that the Popes themselves, owing to their more 
serious responsibilities, would not think of.”—The 
Churchman, 


DEATH. 


What we call death is not annihilation, it is only 
a change of energy. Decay is simply the breaking up 
of life into new and more multiplied forms of life. 

The latest science recognizes at least nine different 
forms of energy into which a single force may pass 
and repass without diminution or loss. That, of course, 
is the great discovery of modern science, that energy 
may be transformed from one body to another, but 
cannot be destroyed. . 

Not immediately was the bearing of this scientific 
law on the doctrine of immortality recognized. And 
vet, as the mind adjusted itself to the aimost protean 
forms of energy, it became apparent that life itself, 
which is the highest form of energy we know, must 
inevitably become subject to this law. 

Death, when it touches a human life, is not destruc- 
tion of energy, it is simply a change through which 
life passes into some new form of activity. 

Your candle, for instance, burns down to the socket, 
and after a flicker or two goes out. To the eye of 
sense that is the end of your ‘candle, and it has been 
used over and over again as the image of death. But 
according to the law of the conservation of energy 
the light and heat of that candle are not lost. They 
have passed into other forms of energy more subtle 
but not less real. 

A log is slowly consumed upon the hearth until 
nothing remains but a heap of filmy ash, but the light 
and energies of that log are not lost. The life which 
was in the tree deposited in that log certain forces, 
and the fire has liberated these forces in other modes 
of activity. The whole 
indestructible 
highest type. 


universe is a vast area of 


ceaseless energy, of which life is the 


Within the last half dozen years science has empha- 
sized still another fact, namely, that the more powerful 
a force is the less visible it is to human sight, the less 
susceptible of recognition. The energy of radium, for 
example, is so tremendous that the hundredth part of 
a grain of radium drofped into its own weight of 
water will change the temperature of that water from 
the freezing point to the boiling point in a single hour. 

It is of course admitted that this does not prove 
the immortality of the individual soul by any means, 
hut it does prove the indestructibility of life. Re- 
ligion has surely gained a magnificent trophy from 
science when science tells her that life is an ine 
destructible clement in the universe—North American 
Review 


